
Before the 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 
 

In the Matter of     ) 
       ) 
Carrier Current Systems, including   ) 
Broadband over Power Line Systems…  ) ET Docket No. 03-104 
       ) 
Amendment of Part 15 Regarding New  ) 
Requirements and Measurement   ) ET Docket No. 04-37 
Guidelines for Access Broadband over  ) 
Power Line Systems…    ) 
 

SUPPLEMENTAL REPLY  
TO OPPOSITION TO PETITION(S) FOR RECONSIDERATION 

 
 Pursuant to Section 1.429(g) of the Commission’s rules, JAMES EDWIN 

WHEDBEE files this supplemental reply (“Supplement”) to the Opposition to 

Petition(s) for Reconsideration (“Opposition”) to the Report and Order (19 FCC Rcd 

21265) filed by CURRENT Technologies, LLC (“CURRENT”) in the above-captioned 

proceedings. 

 

A. Errata 
 

In my summary, I should have written “…my Petition did not address the 

technical merits of the Report and Order…” 

 

B. Further Reply to CURRENT’s allegation the Commission lacks 
jurisdiction 

 

Further responding to CURRENT’s allegation in the footnote on page 2 of its 

Opposition that the Commission cannot deviate from the time limitations in 47 USC 

Section 405, I contend that the Commission would nevertheless have jurisdiction 

even if CURRENT’s arguments are correct because a denial of an extension of time 

by the Commission would simply result in the denied party filing a Petition for 

Rulemaking seeking the amendment sought by Petition for Reconsideration filed out 
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of time.  Consequently, in my own case, if the Commission refuses to consider the 

Petition for Reconsideration because it was filed before the Commission was 

accepting those, I will simply ask the Commission to redesignate the Petition for 

Reconsideration as one for Rulemaking and place it on their docket. 

 

C. Motion 
 

In addition to leave to file this Supplement, if the Commission finds itself 

without jurisdiction to enlarge the time for filing Petitions for Reconsideration in the 

above-captioned proceedings, I move the Commission redesignate my Petition for 

Reconsideration as a Petition for Rulemaking, issue a Notice of Proposed 

Rulemaking, and place the Petition for Rulemaking on its docket. 

 

D. Summary 
 

WHEREFORE, I pray the relief specified above if the Commission cannot 

grant my Petition for Reconsideration on the premise of an enlarged filing time 

therefor. 
 

Respectfully Submitted: 
 
 
James Edwin Whedbee, M.Ed. 
4415 NE 55th Street 
Kansas City, MO 64119-2848 
Petitioner 

March 30, 2005 
 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE:  THIS CERTIFIES that on this 30th day of 
March, 2005, I placed a true copy of the within and foregoing 
SUPPLEMENTAL REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO PETITION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION in the mail, postpaid and first-class to:  CURRENT 
Technologies, LLC; c/o:  Mitchell Lazarus, FLETCHER, HEALD & 
HILDRETH, 1300 N 17th St., 11th Floor; Arlington, VA 22209 (Counsel for 
Current Technologies, LLC). 
 
Signed:______________________________, James Edwin Whedbee (LS) 3/30/05 


